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“ For alway! in thine eyes, O Liberty! 
Shines that high light whereby the world is saved ; 
And though. thou slay us, we will trust in thee.” 

Joun Bar. 


On Picket Duty. 


“ Life” contains the following colloquy: “ I 
wonder how it is that men succeed who mind 
only their own business.” “ Because there is 
so little competition.” Excellent wit, but 
non ænse none the less, The greater the number 
of men who strive to excel each other in 
minding each his own business, the greater the 
success and prosperity of cach and all. 


In Cook county, Hlinois, a judge recently 
issued an injunction restraining election com- 
missioners from recounting certain ballots. 
Another judge, and several able attorneys, 
advised violation ef this order, on the ground 
that equity had no jurisdiction over political 
The commissioners followed this aa- 
vice, and the supreme court has sustained 
their course. Here is a hint for labor. Are 
flagrantly unconstitutional and tyrannical 
objections binding upen any one”? Disobey 
them first, and let the question be threshed out 
afterward in contempt proceedings. Make the 
other side “do the walking.” 


CASES, 


A few weeks ago { visited the Manhattan 
Liheral Club to hear what peeved to be a very 
interesting ajdress by Mr, Louis Stuyvesant 
Chanler on criminal law and criminal lawyers, 
and the fact of my presence compelled me 
to listen fo some remarks from that srrant 
humbug, Hugh O. Pentecost, in which he of- 
fered sundry reasons for his course in devoting 
himself to the criminal law and exclusively 
to the defence of alleged criminals. The her- 
ring was fragrant, but it could not throw off 
the trail those whe knew and have not for- 
gotten (it being a matter, not of conjecture, 
but of record) that Pentecost’s course was 
determined by one all-sufficient and controlling 
reason,—namely, his failure te get from the 
people through Tammany Hall a salary for 
devoting himself. as assistant district attorney, 
exclusively to che prosecution of alleged 
criminats. 


Yn an otherwise admirable and appreciative 


Í tribute to the late Sidney H. Morse, appeariag 


in the “ Conservator.” Horace Traubel says: 
“Tn politics he is anti-governmental. In eco- 
nomics he is communistic. In religion he is 
comparative.” Had Traubel been trying, he 
could seareely have done a graver injustice to 
the object of his eulogy. I know that Morse 
was anti-govermmental in politics, and I am 
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willing to believe that he was comparative in 
religion, though F should as readily have be- 
lieved him positive or superlative; but I in- 
dignantly deny that he was communistic in 
economies, On the contrary, he was a firm be- 
liever in private property, and what first 

drew him to Josiah Warren wes Warren's in- 
tense aversion to communism. Morse was com- 
pelled by his libertarian philosophy to oppose 
enforced communism, and by his individualistic 
temperament to dislike voluntary commucism. 
lin matters economie Traubel does not see very 
vlearly himself, and this anfits him for aecurate 
appreciation of the economics of others. 


The New Yori ‘ Jowanal of Commerce ” 
wonders whether laber is not too prosperous 
in the United States. It cannot account for 
these anncying strikes except on the theory 
that American workmen are spoiled and de- 
moralized by cver-abundance. Must lapor be 
Ariven back into dependence and subjection 
(say slavery, and save space) to enable us to 
carry on the productive industries of the worid ? 
it asks. ‘The candor of this utterance de- 
serves commendation, Tet us see: what is 
the average weekly wage rate in tnis paradise 
ef labor? Ten dollars, or eleven? A few 
sears ago it was seven. When ordinary people 
wax so fat as this rate indicates, kicking is 
most natural. But hew will the plutocrats 
drive labor back into slavery? Will they pro- 
aibit strikes, suppress unions as conspiracies, 
and fix wages by Jaw? ‘They wili have to 
begin by disfranchising the workman, for, so 
long as he has his vote, the politician will 
pander to him. And, if by fraud and violence 
they should succeed in. takiug the governmental 
weapons away from the workman, how wouid 
they overcome the far greater difficulty of 
passive resistance, which labor is slowly 
learning to put in its way? ‘Troops can put 
down mobs; they are powerless against peace- 
able men who stay at home and do nothing? 
A little intelligence on the part of labor, and 
the knell of plutocracy wiit sound. 


The anti-merger decision, which may be good 
law under a strict construction of the Sherman 
anti-trust act, marks a stage in the tyrant's 
progress, Not only are agreements in re- 
straint of trade and competition, even if 
harmless and reasonable, unlawful; but agree- 
ments, plans, and arrangements that confer 
power or afford oppcrtunity to restrain trade 
and competition are likewise unlawful. Apply 
this to the criminal law. Murder is a crime; 
the possession of weapons confers power to 
commit murder; the use or possession of 
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weapons should be prohibited. Libel is 
criminal; ability to write gives one power to 
utter libellous statements; writing should be 
forbidden or abolished. If there were the 
slightest efficacy in these anti-trust laws, 
libertarians wouid cordiaily thank the public 
humbugs in power for reducing the Sherman 
act to absurdity. As a matter of fact, though 
even reasonable restraint of trade is sternly 
prohibited, monopoly is more triumphant 

and flourishing than ever. Legislation, ju- 
dicions, Rooseveltian legislation-—zli this is 
empty fulmination. The anti-trust legislation 
may hurt labor organizations; they will nec 
affect monopoly. No doubt Wall street dis- 
likes Roosevelt, but not for his acts, which 
amount to less than nothing. What it objects 
to is his talk, which to the lords of the new 
feudaiism sounds insubordinate. Roosevelt, if 
they but knew it, is the very man they want 

in the White House, As for those who hate 
monopoly and bave not learned how to combat 
it, the extreme decisions ghcuid opea their 
eyes. The only remedy is freedom, for no 
combination can be injurious which is able to 
dispense with artifieis! aid. This rensedy, 
even in such doses as the democratic tariff 
reformers favor, Roosevelt declines to treat 
seriously. Really! so much the better for the 
remedy, ‘The approval of certain people 
makes one wonder whether he has not lost his 
faculties. We all remember the question of the 
vrator surprised at applause: “ Have I said 
anything foolish?” 


A Pennsylvanian Rubaiyat. 


They say the Papers and their Artists keep 

The Courts perplexed with Preblems dark and deep; 
And Pennypacker, that benighted Ass, 

Stamps in his Rage (whereat we need not weep). 


I sometimes think there never was such Fooi 

As he who lives ’neath Pennsylvania’s Rule; 
That ev’ry Sabbatarian Bigot there ; 

Knows in his Heart that he is but Quay’s Tool. 


A Hair, perhaps, divides the False and True; 
Yes; but they did aot publish half they knew, 
And, if some canting Parson’s sly Amours 

Get into print, why should it worry you? 


You know, my Friends, with what intense Distress 

Quay always leoked on Freedom of the Press; 
Well, barren reason seems to still prevail, 

For this new Gag Law brings him no Redress, 


And fear not lest those versed in legal Lore 
May jail beth Seribe and Limner by the Score; 
Man's inward Sense of Justice shall, | weer, 
Through that damned Statute drive a Coach-and- Pour, 
Frederic W. Mitchell. 
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“ In abotishiny rent and intereat, the last vestigee of 
old-time slavery, the Revolution abolishes at one stroke the 
sword of the ezccutioner, tke sca! of the magistrate, the 
club of the policeman, the gavje of the ewciseman, the 
erasing-knife of the department clerk, all those insignia of 
Politica, which young Literty grinda beneath her heel.”— 
PROUDHON, 
gar The appearance in the editoris! column of articles 
over other signatures than the editor's Initial Indicates 
that the editor approves thelr central purpose and genera! 
tnor, though he does not hold himself responsible for 
every phrase or word. But the appearance in other parts 
of the paper of erticles by the same or cther writers by ac 
means ladicates that he disapproves them fa any respect, 
euch disposicion of them being governed largely by motives 
of convenience. 


Important Caution. 


Enemies «¢ this paper having taken advantage of ita 
temporary suspension to establish another in the sume city 
under the same name, all postal communications cf what- 
ever nature, If intended for the genuine Liberty, should be 
addressed carefully and plainly to P. O. Box 1312. New 
York City, all non-postal delivertea should be made at 114 
Firth Avenue, Rocm 48, and all checks, drafts, and money 
orders sxould be drawn to the order of Benj. R. Tucker. 


. 


Logic and Liberty Again. 


Our pseudo-individualists do not approve 
of boycotting. When a labor organization, 
wisely or otherwise, insists on the exelusive 
ployment of union men, it is accused of at- 
tempting to create monopery by vicious, “ un- 
American (what. is the test of Americanism, 
by the way ?), lawless means. Yet, in a recent 
solemn editorial on the suppression of bribery, 
the New York “* Evening Post ” urged social 
ostracism as a more terrible punishment than 
heavy fine or imprisonment. 

Of what avail, it asked, would office and 
wealth be to bribers and corruptior ists “ if 
they had to face on every hand the loathing 
of all who met them? This,” it continued, 

* is the great weapon which the honest people 


em- 


in the lund have in their own hands. Only, 
they must wiel] it unsparingly. . . . They 


must condemn and ostracize the men who 
give corruptly, as well as those who spend or 
receive corruptly.” 

The “ Evening Post “ does not suggest in- 
dustrial ostracism. Tt does not ask decent men 
to refuse to sell groceries, clothing, meat and 
drink, to the corruptionists ; but is there any 
difference, in principle, between this sort 
of boycotting and that which manifests itself 
in the finer and subtler ways? Are we under 
any oblization te serve, or to patronize, those 
we “loathe” and are determined to punish 
in the most “ unsparing ” and “ terrible ” way? 
Besides, if we are bound to inflict the most 
terrible punishment on the bribers, and if the 
material bovcott is more terrible than the 
social or moral one, then it is weakness and 
worse on our part to choose the less terrivle 
form of boycotting. 





‘ 
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In any case, the “ Evening Post ” cannot 
reconcile iis urgent recommendation of boy- 
cotting as an anti-bribery weapon without 
abandoning its opposition to the ase of the 
boycott by the union workmen against the 
= if it had a little more logic, it would 
perceive the inconsisteney between these two 
positions, and, if it had a seunder conception 
of liberty, it would defend all forms cf boy- 
cotting—-crude as well as subtle, primary as 
well as secondary. 

Judge Elmer B. Adams, who issued that 
outrageous injunction against tne officers 
of the railway brotnerhoods, has, strangely 
enough, propounded rational an’ advanced 
doctrines with regard to combinations and so- 
called conspiracies. Thus he lays down the 
proposition ignorantly denied by so many 
judges that “ what one may do all may do,” 
and not severally merely, but jointly and under 
a distinct agreement. “ What they [workmen] 
may lawfully do singly or together,” he de- 


s 
scabs. 


elares, “they may organize and combine to 
accomplish.” Excellent; but what does Judge 


Adams mean when in the next paragraph, 

he asserts that the night to strik- is a weapon 
for defence and protection, bat aot for offence 
or attack? May not a man, or a group of men, 
strike to secure positive gains, as well as to 
escape threatened losses? If Judge Adams 
uses the term “ attack,” not in a figurative, 
economic sense, but in the literal, physical 
sense, his expression fails to convey his idea. 
Where a strike is accompanied by violence, it is 
not the strike which is the weapon of attack, 
but the violence; and the objection is not to 
using the right to strike as a method of attack, 
but to transferring the attack itself from an 
economic to a physical plane. 

Again, Judge Adams, in drawing a “ clear 
line of demarcation ” between proper and im- 
proper strikes, says that the former kind “ must 
not be attended by viofence to or destruction 
of property, nor by coercive measures intended 
to prevent the employer from securing other 
employees or otherwise carrying on his business, 
according to his own judgment.” This in- 
dieates either confusion of thought or loose 
habits of writing. Strikes may be accompanied 
by “ coercive measures intended to prevent 
the employer from securing other employees,” 
etc., provided the coercion is moral and passive 


—boycotting, for example. If the term coercive 


were generally used in legal arguments, opinions 
of courts, and newspaper writing, as synory- 

mous with aggression, Judge Adams’s statement 
would be entirely sound, but boycotting, RICKS: 


ing, and even mere advice involving “ injury ” 
are generaily denounced as “ coercion.” It is 


therefore important to insist upon the distinc- 
tion between such “ coercion ” and invasive 
coercion. 

Reference to Judge Adams’s opinion brings 
to mind the approval by such pseudo-individaal- 
ists as the New York “Sun,” “ Times,” and 
“ Evening Post ” of the Wabash injunction 
which he had improperly issued on false 
representations and perjured testimony. The 
grounds on which the injunction was dissolved 
were fully known to these shallow organs of 
sham individualism when it was granted. 

They were well aware that the Wabash men 
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had not * maliciously conspired ” to obstruct 
interstate commerce and the mail service, but. 
had simply voted and agreed to quii work. 
They knew that the law made no distinction 
between strikes against raiiroad companies 
and strikes against corporations not engaged 
in the business of common-carrying. They 
knew that the Wabash employees had a perfect 
right fo authorize the officers of their 
brotherhoods to negotiate with the company, 
and, in the event of failure to obtain eon- 
cessions, to issue a call for a strike. Yet they 
swallowed the ten:porary injunction withe + 
4 grimace, and went so far as to assert that 

it was regular, natural, and in eccord with 
settled doctrines of law! 

And how did they reconcile this position 
with their libertarian professions? One of the 
organs named argued that, after all, there 
was littie difference between a malicious con- 
spiracy to obstruct commerce ard the mails 
and concerted action the inevitable result 
of which is suspension of :iitoad service 
and traffic! Another poiniea cut that the 
injunction was not permanent (eternal ?), 
and that the object of the court was mercly to 
prevent rash action and to insure a careful 
consideration of the proposed grave step—the 
strike. The implied distinction between rash 
strikes and deliberate strikes is a strikiug con- 
tribution to political science. Our notions 
have to be substantially modifi-d. Men heve 
a right to strike, says Judge Adams. No, says 
the plutocratic individualist; they have a 
right to strike only after long and enforced 
deliberation ; if they propose to strike rashly, 
the courts may enjoin them. Liberty is the 
reward of patience and self-restraint ; the rash 
have no rights the jadiciary is bend to respect. 

Finally, scores of ne vspapers found great 
comfort in the reflection that the injunction 
did not forbid the Wabash men to strike, but 
only (?) prohibited certain third parties from 
advising or persnading them to strike. It 
is not illegal to strike, but it is ilega! to 
advise a strike! it is a crime to advis. mer 
to exercise their rights! Marvellous logic, 
indeed ! 

Are these childish misconceptions the pro- 
duct of honest stupidity or of bias and fanati- 
cism? It is a significant fact that the plu- 
tocrats can argue ratiuna‘ly and sanely enough 
about individual liberty and rights when their 
interests are thre:tened. When they have to 
defend a trust agreement or a blacklist, they 
know how to deduce the needful cenelusions 
froin the first principles of individualism. 

I have read pro-trust and pro-blacklist briefs 
that were worthy of publication in Liberty. 

It must be admitted, however, that the pseudo- 
individualistic editor is more consistently 

and uniformly wrong than the plutocratic 
attorney. And equal liberty is crucified be- 
tween these two renegades. 8. R. 


ls Boycotting Criminal? 


To the Editor of Liberty: : 
According to my judgment, my last letter contained 
the answer to at least three of your questions, and one 
l left unanswered beeruse I thought you would not 
press it for obvious reasona, But I see I must foi- 
mulate my replies more literally. Before doing se, 
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I wish to reiterate that a boycott does nut merely 
consist, as you seem to think, in the refusal of an 
individual to deal or assceiate with certain persons, 
but in the use of efforts inducing everybody else to do 
ao. (i) tn order that you may not again misunder- 
stand my position, | will say right here that | would 
draw the Hine at the publication of a boycott order, 
including the giving of infurmation that someone 1s 
boveo‘ted to anyone not seeking this information. 

I see no reason why this should not be treated as on a 
per with libel. (2) 

That any person has a right to threaten what he has 
a right to execute I have never denied. (3) 

My condemnation of organized boycotts because of 
their effects on the rate of wages that would prevail, 
had we free comoctition, and my admission that we 
now do not have free competition, do not constitute a 
contradiction; for I claim that whatever would be 
wrong, had we free competition, cannot now be 
right. (4) 

I do not attempt to “ show why, i! the boycott, is 
invasive because it tends to change the rate of wages 
from that due to free competition, the Catholic church 
would be equally invasive were it to chanye the rate of 
wages by adding to its list of holidays,” for the simple 
reason that I deny an increase of holidays has tha 
effect of changing the rate of wages. The burden of 
proof for your assertion being on your sidc, I cannot, 
of course, reply to the line of thought that gives you 
that impression. But l can give you bricfly the 
reasoning thot is convineing to me. Under free com- 
petition the tendency of wages would be to equal the 
value produced by labor. At present the right of ex- 
change is taxed so that a portion of the product of 
labor is diverted into the possession of money-lenders 
and capitalists. Holidays cannot affect the taxes on 
exchange called interest, and cannot therefore affect 
the rate of wages. The reduction in a week’s wages 
would be due to reduced production. Every increase 
of wages by strikes has the effect of increasing the 
price of the product of that labor in the same prepor- 
tion; hence strikes may increase the wages of one set 
of workingmen at the expense of all the otkers, 
without more than temporarily affecting the rate of 
exploite tion. (3) 

1 have admitted that individuai boycotts. if you 
insist on calling them boycotts, are a proper factor in 
cowpection, but emphatically deny the same regarding 
the boycott proper. 

Your criticism of what I had said would be to the 
point, if 1 had condemned the individual boycott. 

You fail to take ints account the difference between 
this and the boycott proper. A tareat te a store- 
keeper: “ You shall not sell anything to John Smith 
on puin of having your business ruined,” by one who 
has the power to carry this threat into execution is 
not generically different from a threat of burning Kis 
store, (6) Tn the coa. --gion thousands have obeyed 
the boycott order against deir will, for fear of the 
vengeance of a set of dreaded tyrants. (7) ‘The ex- 
istence there of coercion and despotism cannot be 
denied, and cver:ion is the antithesis of freedom. 

Yeu admit thet boycotts are sometimes cruel, some- 
times malicious, sometimes short-sighted, sometimes 
silly. Can you quot? one instance in which declare 
boycotts were otherwise? (8) 1 donbt it, and there- 
fore fail to understand your regrei that Gompers 
threw away an opportunity to strike a blow for liberty 
and the right of working;ien to make fools of them- 
selves, when their tolly vas being criticised. (9) 

Hugo BILGRAM. 


(1) In common sense and in common speech 
a Loycott is a deliberate refusal, or threat of 
refusal, of interesurse. It may be exercised by 
an individual, or by a combination of indi- 
viduals, and with or without efforts to induce 
other individuals to join the combination; in 
anv of these cases it is a boycott. Nevertheless 
it is immaterial to me whether Mr. Bilgram 
agrees with me in this definition. He may 
restrict the term boycott as best suits his indi- 
vidual faney. The main point is that I am de- 
fending « vight which he denies, whatever the 
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term that may be used to describe it, and that I 
found my defence of this right on another right 
which he admits,—the right of an individual to 
refuse to deal or associate with certain persons. 
I may note, however, in passing, that Mr. Bil- 
grams own definitions of the boycott do not 
agree. He tells me that “a boycott does not 
merely consist in the refusal of an individual to 
deal or associate with certain persons, but in the 
use of efforts inducing everybody else to do so.” 
I suppose that the words “ everybody else ” are 
not to be taken literally: else no boycott ever 
existed. Mr. Bilgram presumabiy means “ the 
use of efforts inducing ” others “to do so.” 
But he tells S. R., in the present issue of Lib- 
erty, that “the refusal of any number of people 
to have any deaiings with certain other people 
is not called a boycoti, until efforts are made to 
involve uninterested people in the quarrels.” 
Under the first definition the officers of a 
haviers’ union printing in a newspaper a cir- 
cular addressed, to the union’s members inform- 
ing them that a certain storekeeper is selling 
hats not bearing the union label are carrying on 
a boycott. Under the second definition such an 
act is not a boycott, but the issue of a similar 
cirelar to persons outside the union and in no 
way interested in the efforts of hatters to main- 
tain their wages is a boycott. I point out this 
iaconsistency simply to exhibit Mr. Bilgram’s 
loose thinking. 

(2) In the matter of libel Mr. Bilgram seems 
to be imbued with the ideas of the political boss 
of his State, Mr. Matthew Quay. Except in 
Pennsylvania and in a few other similarly be- 
nighted regions, where prevails the maxim “ the 
greater the truth the greater the libel,” it is per- 
missible io make true statements of fact abont 
any individual, and base on these statements 
counsel to others to follow with regard to him 
any course of action that they have a right to 
follow. If I say to my neighbors: “ Brown is a 
horse-thief ; therefore do not. trade with him,” 
Brown can secure damages, unless I can prove 
him to be a horse-thief. But, if I de so prove 
him, then, outside of the benighted regions re- 
ferred to, I ain at liberty to continue my counsel 
to the neighbors. And if, Brown being a horse- 
thief, I have a right to say so, and base a boycott 
on the statement, then similarly, Brown being 
a Presbyterian, T have a right to say so, and 


| base a boycott on that statement. A boycott is 


a threat followed or not by execution, and, as 
long as the act threatened is in itself a permis- 
sible one, the boycott is not properly punish- 
able; the statements on which the threat is 
based, if false and iibellous, are punishable, but 
these statements do not constitute the boycott. 
There is no analogy between the punishment of 
libel and the punishment of boycotting. 

(3) If Mr. Bilgram is distinguishing here be- 
tween private threatening and public threaten- 
ing, my previous paragraph (2) answers him. 
But, if he means to say that he has never denied 
that any person has a right to publicly threaten 
what he has a right to exeeute, I dispute the 
statement point-blank. He certainly will admit 
my right to withdraw my patronage from mv 
neighbor who deals with my enemy, bur as cev- 
tainly is his refusal to allow me to make public 
announcement that T will withdraw my patron- 
age from this neighbor unless he shall cease his 


dealings with my enemy, a denial of my right to 
publicly threaten the very thing which he un- 
doubtedly admits my right to execute. 

(4) Mr. Bilgrain’s original statement was 
this: “it is evident that any scheme tending to 
change the rate of wages from that due to free 
competition belongs in the province of invasion.” 
As he was discussing the present boycotts, the 
statement as made cvuld mean only that he held 


the existing rate of wages to be the result of 


free competition,—in contradiction of another 
statement in a later paragraph. His explana- 
tion 2:sposes of the contradiction, but invelves 
him i» a new error. If he meant to say that 
under free competition efforts to change the 
rate of wages would be wrong because of the 
existence of free competition, then it does not 
follow that such efforts are wrong to-day when 
we have not free competition. If, on the other 
hand, he now means to say that all efforts to 
change the rate of wages are wrong, no matter 
whether we have free competition or not, he 
abandons his original contention that the boy- ` 
cott is invasive because it affects, or would 

affect, the results of free competition, and must 

find some otber ground on which to rest his 

charge that the boycott is invasive. ` 

(5) The redvced earnings of those who take 
extra holidays were not contemplated by me in 
my illustration. Reduced earnings do noi, as 
a matter of necessity, have any connection with 
the rate of wages. My illustration was based 
on the indisputable fuct that extra holidays, by 
decreasing the suppiy of labor without decreas- 
ing the demand for it in the same proportion, 
tend to increase (not reduce) the rate of wages. g 

t makes no difference, for the purpose of the 
present argument, whether such increase would 
be permanent or temporary, universal or par- 
tial, equal or unequal. If it is criminal to ‘ 
affect the rate of wages for a year, it is criminal 
to affect it for a day. Therefore Mr. Bilgram 
still leaves intact my argument that, if he insists 
on jailing boycotters for interfering with the 
rate of wages, he is bound in logic to jail also ; 
the authorities of the Catholic church for 
similar interference by methods equally 
non-inyasive. 

(6) Here we find the real reason why Mr. 
Bilgram does not like the boycott. He docs not 
like ic, because it is effective. He is perfectly k 
wiltiag that people should threaten, if they l 
have no power to execute their threats. It 
reminds me of the contention of some Com- 
munists that only those are entitled to resist 
who are too weak to resist successfully. But let 
us consider the instance which Mr. Bilgram 
cites. Cal! the storekeeper Jones. I am a large 
ma: ‘facturer, using in my business something 
that fones sells. For years I have been buying 
it of Jones, and these sales have constituted 
more than half of Jones’s business. If I with- 
draw my patronage from Jones, his business is 
ruined. I take a dislike to Smith, one of Jones's 
customers, and T say to Jones: * You shall not 
sell anything to Smith on pain of having your 
business ruined by the withdrawal of my pat- 
ronage.” Ts it possible that Mr. Bilgram con- ‘ 
tends that I have no more right to say this to 
Jones than 1 would have to say to him: * You 
shall not sell anything to Smith on pain of 
having your store burned down hy my ineen- 
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diary hand“? If he does so contend, it means 
cimply that he, Mr. Bilgram, claims the right 
to decide where 1 shall buy the articles that I 
use in my manufacturing business. Or else it 
means age that he denies my right to threaten 
that which he admits my right to execute. But, 
if he docs not so contend, then he admits that 
the disastrous effect on Jones of the withdrawal 
of my patronage dees not impair my right of 
withdrawal, and must also gdmit that “ the 
power to carry their threat into execution ” 
does not impair the .ight of a thousand patrons 
to threaten the ruin o° Jones’s businsss by 
withdrawing cheir patronage in concert. 

(7) Any one in the cval region or elsewhere 
who has obeved what Mr. Rilgram calls “a boy- 
cott order ” because “ dreaded tyrants ” have 
threatened to burn his store or his house or 
commit some other act of invasion may ask and 
secure the imprisonment of these “ dreaded 
tyrants” without a word of protest from 
Liberty. But, if he assumes to imprison his 
“ dreaded tyrants ” simply because they refuse 
intercourse with him, Liberty will brand him 
an invader of the mest impudent type. 

(8) When I say that boyeotts are sometimes 
cruel, I mean that they are sometimes cruel in 
a degree entirely incommensurate with the im- 
portance of the end to be achieved or with their 
power to achieve it—in other words, needlessly 
pain-inflicting. One could easily cite hundreds 
of boycotts not cruel in this sense, or malicious, 
or short-sighted, or silly. To satisfy Mr. Bil- 
gram’s request for only one, I name the first 
boycott ever known as such,—the ostracism of 
Captain Boycott himself. 

(9) Without admitting that the workingmen 
who boyeoti thereby make fools of themselves, 

I may peint out that the right of freedom of 
the press includes, end in a way depends upon, 
the right of writers to make fool. of themselves, 
and I should esteem him a most timely cham- 
pion of the cause of liberty who should defend 
Mr. Bilgram against any who might endeavor 
to strike his pen from his hand on the greund 
thai in the present controversy he was not 
making precisely a Solomon of uimcolf T. 


Mr. Bilgram’s Test of Invasion. 


To the Editor of Liberty: 

You have asked me to carefully consider S. R.’s ar- 
ticle, “ Logic and Liberty.” As I see in it much that 
is illogical, I do not understand the object of your 
request. 

According to this writer, freedom that does not 
embrace the freedom to inflict injury upon others, if 
this can be done by implied intimidation (inter- 
spersed only occasionally with actual personal 
assaults, in order to make the implied intimidation 
effective), is not freedom. 

The concerted cessation of work by a number of 
workmen is never termed a strike, until efforts are 
made to coerce unwilling co-workers to do the same 
and to prevent their former employers from filling the 
vacated places. The refusal of any number of people 
tc have any dealings with certain other people is not 
called a boyeott. until efforts are made to involve 
uninterested people in the quarrels. These efforts 
constitute the invasion, and it is folly to tell the op- 
ponents of strikes and boycotts that every man has a 
right to stop work, or to refuse dealing with certain 
men, or that any number of men have the right to do 
so conjointly. This right is not in question. 

L understand “invasion? to be a synonym for 
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“breach of equal freedom.” 
deavored to find the conditions tending to make 2 


Herbert Spence: en- 


people most happy and contented, and arrived at the 
conelusion that this aim ean be attained by allowing 
everybody the freedom to do as he chooses, provided 
in so doing he does net infringe the equal freedom ot 
others, If my conception of “ invasion “ is correct, 
any dispute as to whether a certain act {or combina- 
tion of acts) is or is not invasive can be reduced to 
the question as to whether it is conducive to, or de- 
structive of, happiness and contentment. 

According to this test. all attempts to pry into the 
private affairs of others for finding means for in- 
flicting loss or for exerting cocrcion are invasive. 
Pickets are posted to discover the men likely te be en- 
gaged by the employer, and to “inform ” them that 
a strike is in progress. The object and effect is 
pecuainry injury to the employer and intimidation to 
the applicant, for it is well known that free workmen 
accepting such employment are frequently the victims 
of eowardiy assaults. The information given oy the 
picket is an implied threat of bodily harm, tending to 
frighten the informed into refusing the offered em- 
ployment. And, even if it were not, the picket is 
poking his nose into other people’s business for the 
purpose of inflicting loss. This is invasion. 

The defenders of pickets and boycotta play with 
technicalities, when they argue that a combination 
of acts are non-invasive if it can be shown that each, 
individually considered, is £9. Even murder could be 
defended by such argument. The murderer using a 
pistol for his deed performs a number of acis, such as 
buying the pistol, loading it, pointing it at his victim, 
and pulling the trigger, each of which acts, individ- 
ually considered, is non-invasive, but in combination 
they constitute murder. A combination of acts must 
be judged, not by eac'i one, but by the intention and 
result of all. 

Instead of producing happiness, peace, and content- 
ment, — the fundamental premise in the derivation of 
the law of equal freedom, — strikes and boyeotts lead 
to intense class hatred between organized and free 
workmen, to unreasonable intolerance, te cowardly 
personal assaults, to unjust discriminations, to 
pecuniary losses, in short, to a condition hardly second 
to a state of war, without any redeeming feature. The 
law of equal freedom cannot legitimately be used in 
defence of those measures. Huaco BILGRAM. 


T gladly avaii myself of the opportunity the 
editor of Liberty has afforded me, and proceed, 
very briefly, to deal with Mr. Bilgram’s amaz- 
ing—and amusing—fallacies. He finds in my 
article much that is illogical, but I disclaim all 
responsibility for bis discoveries. My conclu- 
sion, I grant, does not follow from his premises, 
—that is, from the meaning he chooses to put 
into mine,—but I respectfully decline his 
gratuitous emendations. 

Yes, freedoin that does not include the right 
to inflict injury—of non-invasive kinds—is not 
freedom “ according to this writer,” and every 
other consistent libertarian. But, for the inti- 
mation that I justify implied intimidation 
interspersed occasionally with actual personal 
assaults, my article furnishes not the slendcrest 
foundation. Mr. Bilgram must really learn to 
read without prejudice. Invasion is necessarily 
injurious in some degree; but injury is not 
always invasive. Equal liberty precludes in- 
vasive injuries, and no other. It may injure 
my feelings to know that Mr. Bilgram considers 
my argument illogical, but I have no ground 
for complaint. It may injure a thicf to be 
called a thief. but that is no invasion cither. 

T may injure an employer by suddenly quitting 
his service, or a grocer by withdrawing my. 
patronage fron: him, or a saloon-keeper vy 
opening a saloon next door to his, but in none 
of these eases is there invasion. And, when I 
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defend threats and intimidation, the context 
makes it clear that, with Liberty, T merely 
assert the right to threaten that which one has 
the right to execute, 

Where has Mr. Bilgram picked up his pecu- 
liar definitions? The cessation of work, he 
says. is “ never termed a strike,” until coercion 
wy force is employed to prevent the filling of 
the vacated places. The statement is noto- 
viously contrary to fact. Many of us, including 
judges and plutoeratic writers, term the mere 
cessation of work a strike, and recognize that 
violence and invasion are accidental concomi- 
tants of strikes. At any rate, I defend cessation 
of work, not coercion of those who take the 
strikers’ places; and, as to the “ folly ” of such 
defence, I beg leave to differ. 

Mr. Bilgram admits the right to withhold 
patronage from people, but he tells us that this 
is not what is called boycotting. Boycotting 
hegins when “ efforts are made to involve unin- 
terested people,” and “these efforts constitute 
the niivasion.” Mr. Bilgram is greatly mistaken 
as regards what people call boycotting. Even 
the Gray commission found itself constrained 
to make a distinction between primary boycott- 
ing and secondary. It did not occur to that 
illogical body to deny that the withholding of 
patronage from “ interested parties ” was 
boycotting. 

But, passing over the original definition, I 
deny that efforts to involve uninterested people 
constitute invasion. Everything depends on the 
nature of the efforts. They are invasive when 
they are invasive. If I involve the whole world 
in a boycott by merely threatening to boycott 
those who do not join with me, I am still within 
the limits of equal liberty. But I have already 
dealt with the absurd distinction between 
primary boycotts and secondary. 

Finally, Mr. Bilgram is right in using “ in- 
vasion ” as equivalent to “ breach of equal free- 
dom,” and in averring that equal liberty is a 
condition of contentment and happiness and 
advocated by reason of that relation. But it 
does not follow by any manner of means that 
“ any dispute as to whether a certain act or 
combination of acts is or is not invasive can be 
reduced to the question as to whether it is con- 
ducive to, or destructive of, happiness and con- 
tentment.”” Suppose a man needs five dollars 
for bread. He begs it of me, and I refuse to 
accommodate him. That refusal is not condu- 
cive to his happiness, yet Mr. Bilgram will 
hardly claim that I have invaded the beggar’s 
rights. Again, no man can be happy without 
some neighborly, friendly, or social relations. 
Am I bound to think well of any man whose 
contentment is not complete without my good 
opinion ? 

Mr. Bilgrain’s fallacy is easily detected. 
Equal liberty is the chief, but not the only, 
condition of happiness. We are not bownd to 
consider the question of happiness at all; if we 
were, several other things besides respect for 
equal liberty would be enjoined upon us. Equal 
liberty may be enforced; other conditions cf 
happiness are left to our discretion and good 
will. The reason for this distinction cannet be 





elaborately set forth here. Suffice it to say 
that to enforce the other conditions—called by 
Spencer positive and negative beneficence—is 
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to violate and destroy the first and essential 
condition, equal liberty. 

The fact that picketing, boycotting, ete., 
destroy some people's peace and contentment is 
wholiy irrelevant and immaterial. Some people 
are unhappy when we laugh at their religion, 
politics, or economics; is that an argument 
against free speech and candid criticism ? 

All of Mr. Bilgrai’s errors proceed from a 
common source—confusion on the fundamental 
question of the nature and test of invasion. He 
should overhaul his notion of equal liberty. 

S. R. 


Characteristically Governmental. 


The watchful reader of Liberty will observe 
that in the present issue appears what no pre- 
vious issue since the resumption of publication 
has contained,—the magic formula, “ Entered 
as second-class matter,” which enables the paper 
io pass through the mails at the ruinously low 
rate (ruinous to the government, I mean) of 
one cent a pound, instead of the ruincusly 
high rate (ruinous to the publisher, J mean) of 
sixteen cents a pound. And thereby hangs a 
tale. 

About the first of tast December 1 applied to 
the post-office department at Washington, 
through the postmaster of New York, for the 
re-entry of Liberty as second-class matter, such 
application being required of reviving period- 
icals. Several times before, during this paper's 
fitful, stormy, and checkered carcer of 
twenty-two years relieved oy sundry inter:ils of 
suspended animation, I had made similar appli- 
cations, occasioned by suspansions, removals, 
and changes in periodicity, all of which had 
been granted with ne more serious trevbie than 
is always caused in these cases by the post- 
master-general’s habit of hanging such applica- 
tions on a hook for a month or two before con- 
sidering them. But this time a new experience 
was In store for me. Since the la: suspension 
the Madden régime had set in, wich its marvel- 
lous devices for lessening the business ef the 
post-office department,—devices adopted for 
the three-fold purpose of checking the deficit 
occasioned by the congressional policy of rob- 
bing Peter Letter-writer to pay Paul 
Newspaper-reader, discouraging the establish- 
ment of new publications that might endanger 
the prosperity of older organs securely enlisted 
in the cause of privilege, and exercising an 
indirect press-censorship over papers like 
Liberty, that serve to keep alive the spirit of 
rebellion in the “ dangerous classes ” and cause 
the heads of kings and postmaster-generals to 
fie uneasy. . 

On presenting my application at the post- 
office, I was received by the young man in 
charge of the second-class matter division, who, 
bland and polite, but serious and firm,-—the 
usual mask worn for these solemn humbug- 
geries,—asked for a copy of Liberty’s subscrip- 
tion list. No such demand had ever been made 
on me before, but, having heard something of 
the new régime, T had come provided. So I 
produced a printed copy of the list, and handed 
it over. The official cast his eye down the 
colunins of addresses, and put the next 
question : 
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“ What proof have you to offer that this is a 
bona fide list of paying subscribers? Can you 
produce the letters in which your subscribers 
ordered the paper, enclesing remittances? ~ 

l explained that in the lapse of years since 
the last publication I had moved my office 
several times, and in the moving had gotten rid 
of much rubbish, including cumbrous files of 
business letters. 

“That is unfortunate,’ he murmured; “ but 
from what, then, is this list made up?” 

“From the last corrected proofs furnished 
years ago by the mailing agency that I pre- 
viously patronized, on the margins of which 
proofs I have noted from time to time such 
changes as have been ordered.” 

“Have you this old list? ” 

“ No,” I answered ; “it was cut up to make 
‘copy’ for my new printer, and, on completion 
of the work, the ' copy’ was destroyed.” 

After remarl.ing again upon the lamentable 
character of these successive catastrophes, he 
suggested : 

“ Well, the only thing you can do is to accom- 
pany your application with a letter to the post- 
master-geneial describing your predicament, 
which letter we will forward. But I doubt very 
much if Washington will find it satisfactery.” 

The nexc day I brought the letter, and re- | 
ceived a temporary permit to mail through 
second-class channels on condition of depositing 
postage-iconey at the third-class rate (amount- 
ing, in the ease of a small paper like Liberty, to 
about sixteen cents a pound), the difference 
between this and the second-class rate to be i 
refunded in the event of 2 granting of the | 
re-entry. 

A month passed. Then, early in January, 1 
reccived notice from the postmaster that the 
department had decided to deny the application, 
unless he, the pestmaster, could certify, on 
evidence satisfactory to himself, that Liberty’s 
subscription list was genuine. As the post- 
master’s assistant, the young man before re- 
ferred to, remarked at our succeeding interview, 
relaxing a little from his more sombre mood : 

“ Washington has done what it never did be- 
fore in such a case; it has put it up to us, and 
we must put it up to you.” 

Then he added: “ We have carefully com- 
pared your New York city list with the direc- 
tory, and find that some of your subscribers’ 
names ere not in the directory at all, while 
others are credited with addresses in no respect 
like those on your list.” 

Now, members of the unprivileged classes, 
from whom, of course, a paper like Liberty 
recruits a portion of its subscribers, are not 
uncommonly weary wanderers over the face of 
the earth, not remaining in any one place long 
enough to get into the directory. Liberty’s 
subscribers, too, are like government officials in 
the single particular that they rarely resign, but 
not infrequently die; and, in a city like New 
York, few of them owning mansions on Fifth 
avenue, they are apt to flit from one quarter to 
another several times in the course of two years. 
When I reminded the young man of these pos- 
sibilities and their effects on the subscription 
fist of a paper after two yeurs’ suspension, the 
reminder seemed to strike him forcibly, for he 
had nothing further to say on this phase of the 
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subject. Instead, he renewed his old question : 
“What proofs ean you offer us?” 

“What, indeed?” said 1; “ you certainly 
don’t expect me to write to each of my sub- 
scribers and procure an affidavit?” 

“It's not for us to say what you shall do,” 
was the inexorable answer, “ but the proofs 
must be forthcoming.” 

“Well, now, let me suggest,” said T, —and 
may the goddess of good manners, if there is 
one, forgive me for abetting such impudent ; 
processes !-— let me suggest that the depart- 
ment select from the list, at random, as many 
names as it chooses, and comm nicate with the 
parties for its own satisfaction. ’ 

“Oh! the department doesn`t do that sort of 
thing,” he answered. ' 
“ I have been informed that it does,” said I. 

“Oh! it may heve done something of the sort 
in one or two cases, but it isn’t in that business.” 

My suggestion, however, was not fruitless, 
for, seeing that there was nothing else to be 
done, he agreed to forward a letter froin me to 
the department, making this proposal. “ And 
when you bring me the letter,” he added, “ you 
might bring also any letters received during the z 
last month relating to new subscriptions and 
renewals,” 

The foliowing day I appeared at his desk, 
bringing a considerable package of such letters. 

Many of them were from subscribers who are 

also my acyus.intances and friends, and natu- 

rallv a large portion of what they had written 

related to private matters. But he read them 

from end to ead, in my presence, as calmly as M 
if the procedure were the most natural and com- ; 
monplace in the world. He had the grace, how- 
ever, to refrain from comment on the private 
passages, but concerning the rest he made 
searching inquiry. One. from an old friend of if 
the paper, began: “ i send you three dollars for 
a year’s subscription.” f 

“ How is this? ” he asked: “ three dollars 
is not the subscription price.” 

“ The gentleman sent an excess,” said 1, “ de- 
siring to contribute ic the paper’s growth.” 

Plump eame the next question: “ And what 
did you do with the money?” 

“ I placed it with the paper’s receipts.” 

“ You did not appropriate it to the sending of 
copies of the paper to other individual: `” 

“ Not in especial; all the receipts are used 
in paying the gener:.| expenses.” 

And so this petty examination continued 19 
the end. Finally, leaving the letters, I took m; 
departure. Remember, this occurred early in i 
January. 

I heard nothing more till toward the middle 
of February. Then T began to receive from 
si.bscribers in different parts of the country 
elaborate and regularly-printed blanks which 

ad been scnt to them from Washington by the 
department, asking them a set series of about a 
dozen questions concerning their subscription 
to Liberty, how much they paid, how they paid 
it, whether any extra inducements were held 
out to secure their subscriptions, ete.. etc., ete. 
I thought this rather remarkable, seeing that _ 
“the department wasn't in that business,” and 
I perceived that the lessening cf the second-class 
deficit was to provide salaries for the extra and 
useless clerical work thus created, T imagine, 
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too, that some of these blanks must have 
brought peculiar answers that will remain care- 
fully hidden in the department’s archives. The 
blanks were dated February 5, the postal 
authorities having delayed another month be- 
fore acting on my suggestion. But at least, 
thought I, the department will now get the 
evidence that it desires, or rather that it does 
uot desire, and T shall get a decision speedily, 
one way or the other. But again was I disap- 
pointed. Month after month elapsed, and still 
no word from Washington. Toward the end of 
April, my patience becoming exhausted, I sent 
the: department a vigorous letter of protest, as a 
result of which, early in May, five months after 
the date of my application, I was notified by the 
postmaster that Washington had directed him 
to enter Liberty a» second-class matter, it hav- 
ing been found that the manner of its publica- 
tion was in conformity with the requirements of 
the law. But the terrible Madden could not 
refrain from sending me, through the post- 
master, a message of warning as to what would 
hapver: to me, should I do this, or that, or the 
other. 

Well. at last Liberty is re-entered, and I am 
again in possession of the extra monies that 1 
have had to deposit to secure its passage through 
the mails. Meanwhile scarcely a day of these 
five months but has brought forth its coluna in 
the newspapers regarding the scandals and in- 
vestigations rife in the post-office department 
at Washington. Evidently the authorities there 
are sc absorbed in the contemplation of their 
own rottenness ihat they have no time for their 
regular duties. 

I am well aware that, in publishing these 
facts, I am not “ making myself solid ” with 
the department. If it were not sure before, it is 
perfectly sure now that this paper will be sub- 
jected henceforth to constant and careful 
scrutiny, in search of technical excuse for its 
exclusion from the second-class privilege. 
Nevertheless, the satisfaction of telling the 
story io my readers 13 worth all that it may cost. 

T. 


Searchlights on Government. 


Hach mar should continually bring home to 
himself the truth that he is still governed. 
Not by a king, but nevertheless he is governed. 
People are soothed with the idea that they 
choose their governors. In fact, a majority 
goes through the form of choosing governors, 
but in fact this majority is only the instru- 
ment of politicians, and in fact the supposed 
majority is often 2 real minority. Tous it 
often happens that by corrupt tactics the 
minority governs. A tree is judged by its 
fruits. What are the fruits of this so-called 
popular government? The current press 
reports the mayor of Minneapolis a wholesale 
bribe-taker,—first a fugitive from justice, now 
pleading insanity. The lieutenant-governor 
of Missouri a bribe-taker and bribe-giver. 
The legislature of Missouri a mere r-arket to 
give away valuable franchises. The city 
council of St. Louis a mere tool in the hands 
of the frenchise-selling Boss Butler and his 
ang. One man paid the gang a quarter of a 
million for a street-railway franchise, and sold 
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the franchise within a week for a million dol- 
lars’ nev profit. The legislature of Illinois 
in an upros*, because the speaker and his 
backers forced through grab laws. The city 
council of Chicago has for ye>rs been as 
notorious a house of “ graft ” as the city 
council of New York, and even now it is a 
question if franchises will not be extended in 
defiance of the popular will, as is the case 
also here in New York, where the L'Homme- 
dieu bill and the gas-grab bill passed in 
defiance of popular protest. Three-cent 
car-fares and a limitation on the great mu- 
nicipal franchises in Cleveland have been 
defeated thus far, and the Ohio legislature, the 
obedient tool of the bosses, passed laws to make 
reform ineffective and to deprive cities of local 
self-government. ‘These are not the occasional 
cases; they are the constant practice. Reform is 
the exceptional and spasmodic condition. Tweed 
stands for the regular course, Croker fer the 
general practice. The daily press notes that the 
district attorney of New York will try to break 
shameful leases of valuable city water-front, 
made to favorites for corrupt aud nominal prices 
and for long terms. These things are not local 
They are found in Bosten, New York, Phila- 
delphia, Batiimore, New Orleans, Chicago, San 
Francisco. Wherever property of money value, 
such as water-fror+ or franchises, is in the hands 
of the governors (called representatives), there 
wili corruption and a betrayal of trust he found. | 
There is no exception. No city so small but that 
its government is used for plunder. Instead of 
seeing that the machine which produces such 
results is a failure, the people go on ever crying | 
“ Reform,” ever hoping for that which in the | 
nature of things is impossible. The people as a 
mass will never be interested in government. 
Those whe can use government for personal 
profit always will be interested to govern. And 
that is the history of government the world over 
and in %.l times. It is the engine which serves 
the purposes of the scheming few. 
C. E. S. Woop. 

The indefatigable J. T. Small, in a letter to 
the “ Boston Courier ” answering that journal’s 
contention that al! Anarchists are insane, meant 
to say: “ If Jefferson was right in his assertion 
that ‘that government is best which governs the 
least,’ why is it taken for granted that a man 
who declares that ‘ that government is best 
which governs not at all’ is likely to land in an 
insane asylum?” But the sane editor of the 
“ Courier” made him say: “If Jefferson was 
right in his assertion that ‘ that government is 
best which governs the heart,’ why is it taken 
for granted that a man who declares that ‘ that 
government is lost which governs not at all’ is 
likely to land in an insane asylum?” Had Mr. 
Byingtor failen upon that issue of the “ Cou- 
rier,” perhaps he weuld have concluded that in 
the columns of Liberty he is fortunate in his 
insane ediior, after all. 





In a number of recent injunctions hundreds 
of men were named as defendants. This is 
a successful trick at present, but may it not 
prove a hoomerang? Tabor is submissive, 
law-abiding, and superstitious in relation to the 
courts; but suppose it takes it into its head 
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one fine day to disregard there omnibus in- 
junctions and defy the judges and their writ- 
servers, constables, and what not? You gan- 
not send thousands or even hundreds to jail 
for eontempt of court. When addressed to a 
few “ leaders,” a court order carries with 

it the “ sanction ” of imprisoument ; but, when 
hundreds are named, it is the simplest thing 
in the world to treat it as a nullity. The 
jucges should beware of excessive zeal. 





C. L. James uses big words that puzzle 
“ Free Society,” and then grumbles because 
they are not print~é correctly. Oh, well, the 
compositor needn’t worry. He will rarely 
make nonsense of James's a.ticles. James him- 
self usually sees to thut part of the work. 


An Uninteresi.ng Victim. 

Always in favor cf freedom of the press, yet un- 
moved by the shrieks arising from the application of 
the thumbscrew to those organs of respectable 
venality which claim a monopoly of the right to defy 
the law, I was about to write an article for Liberty 
expressive of the conflicting emotions aroused withia 
me by the enactment of Pennsylvania’s new libel law, 
when the following editorial from the New York 
“Truth Seeker ” came under my eye; and, being 
straightway convinced thai I could write nothing on 
the subject half as goud, I determined to transfer it 
to these columns as a most satisfactory statement of 
my position: 


Smarting under the enactment by the Pennsyl- 
vania legislature of a bill to muzzle the press,— 
reference to which has been made in these columns 
several times,—the daily press has broken out in 
rebellion and become lawless and anarchistic, advo- 
eating defiance of the law and disobedience of it, and 
expressing an intention to disregard it. and fight it 
and procure its repeal, and to defeat every man for 
office who voted for it. These insurgent shects now 
talk about “artificial crimes” as though such 
statutes were something new, and, altogether, are a 
violent, lawless, anarchistic, rebellious iot, commit- 
ting blasphemy against the State, and other crimes 
which heretofora they have advocated punishing. too 
numerous to mention. Infamous is the mildest 
epithet they apply to the bill. 

The bill certainly is all that they say it is. It 
makes it a crime to print a paper without placing at 
the head of its editorial columns the name of the 
responsible editor and owner. This the newspapers 
call the “ artificial crime.” It allows damages for 
alleged physical and mental suffering following the 
publication of facts detrimental to the reputations 
of men, and does not permit the publisher to plead 
the truth of the alleged libel as justification. In 
other words, if Mr. Quay used the funds of the State, 
and some publisher printed the fact, Mr. Quay could 
mulct him in damages, because using State funds 
for private purposes, even though they are replaced, 
is one form of stealing. Negligence in the ascertain- 
ment of facts is also made the basis for damage suits. 
And, if libelous matter has been made specially 
prominent by the use of pictures or cartoons, the 
jury shall have the right to award punitive damages. 

The bill is really aimed at the cartoonists. Sen- 
ator Quay has suffered at their hands, and so has 
Governor Pennypacker. In the memorandum which 
the latter filed with the bill when he signed it he 
said: 

A cartorn in a daily journal of May 2 defines the 
question with entire precision. An ugly little dwarf 
representing the governor of the commonwealth stands 
on a crude stool. The stool is subordinate to and placed 
alongside of a huge printing-press with wheels as large 
as those of on ox team, and all are so arranged as to 


give the Idea that, when the press starts, the stool and 
its occupant will be thrown to the ground, 
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Put inte words, the cartoon asserts to the world that 
the press is above the law and greater In strength than 
the goverament. No self-respecting people will permit 
such an attitude to be long maintained. In England a 
century age the ocfender would have been drawn and 
quartere und iis head stuck upon a pole without the 
gates. In America today this is the kind of arrogance 
wieh ” goeth before a falb” 

And, as the governor construes the bill—and he 
knows what is intended to be done under it.—for 
“eontinuai persistent violation of the law the publi- 
cation so offending may be abated by the courts as a 
public nuisance.” 

‘The States of this Union are governed in various 
ways by various bodies —legislatures, governors, 
The people them- 
They are led by the 
noses by these forces. When they imagine they are 
thinking, they are but as walls of wood, and give 
back an echo of what they have been told by the 


churches, politicians, the press, 
selves have little real influence. 


priests or politicians, or have read in the papers. 
Some vears ago » political procession was going our 
way uptown, and in if was a friend with whom we 
had an appointment later. Walking along with him, 


it was surprising to note the demonstrations made by ! 


the paraders, They cheered everything they saw-- 
reviewing stands, the banners across the streets, the 
mottoes thereon, the flags, the girls on the balconies 
wetching them, the bands, a brewery wagon, and one 
another, They were a hurrahing, howling mob of 
monkes, These walkers were not of the so-called 
lower class of voters, men who required assistance 

to mark their ballots. but business men, lawvers, and 
highly-paid saployees of banks, well-dressed, alleged- 
to-be-intelligent citizens, each with a few dollars in 
his pocket, which mest of them drepped in the 
saloons on the way to get up more political enthu- 
In answer to our inquiry whether the parade 
finished at the lunatic asylum, and whether arrange- 
ments had been made for the proper accommodation 
in the strong wards for so many at once, we were 
called opprobrious names and threatened with bodily 
ejectment from the ranks, to which we could offer 
no reasonable objection, as the procession was no 
place for any sane man. These were the “intelligent 
voters | who elert the men who make our laws. They 
were inspired by the press and the politicians with 
some side remarks by the ministers as to its beng 
the desire of God that they should save the republic 
hy voting the straight ticket. Now tiat the press 
and politicians have fallon out in Femsyivania, the 
“statesmen” have muzzled the press, which in turn 
will pound the peliticians till the voters, at the 
behest of the newspapers, retire them to private 
citizenship. It is another fitting place for the old 
saying that, when vogues fall out, honest men get 
their dues. Tt will be surprising, however, if the 
honest men have sufficient wit and skill to take 
them. 

Pennsylvania’s newspapers have announced their 
intention to defy the law, and one of them repub- 
lished the cartoon to which Governor Pennypacker 
objects sc strongly that he would like to see the 
artist. editor, and publishee drawn and quartered 
and their heads stuck upon poies without the gates. 
The law is clearly in violation of the constitution 
of the State, as well as of the national document. 
Unconstitutionality, however, does not restrain the 
courts and politicians in maters favoring the 
churches, and that defect of the Jaw may not save a 
few editors. Some poor men who cannot afford to 
fight may be convieted, but this is a law which pir- 
ticularly hits the wealthy papers, and so it will 
probably be declared invalid by the courts. Most of 
the judges nowadays are looking for better official 
positions. 

The newspapers of this country are not very strong 
advocntes of liberty, except for themselves. They 
have no word tu say agains’ the encroachments upon 
personol jiherty, of the police; a man was shot by a 
policeman in a raid and the pohceman has never been 
tried, but the press of the city has not printed a word 
condemning the outrage, though it was of such a 
flagrant nature as to be denounced by a supreme 
court judge who has himself been denounced in turn 
hy our poliee commissioner; our press never says a 
word when some humble citizen is arrested without 
the shadow of a charge being made against hin; not 


siasm, 
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one of our mammoth scavenger sheets ha: condemned 
the outrage upon Amerivan principles of the police of 
Los Angeles who locked up a iot of citizens when 
Teddy came to town, because they were of a different 
political school; and it was not till this Pennsyl- l 
vania law was signed that one of them pisked up 
sufficient covrage, or thought it well, to say that ou” 
police cominissioner is 
court justice for maintaining that the sentencing of 
some gamblers is a small matter when the theory 
that every man’s house is his castle is in danger. 
The “Sun makes a start back to first principles in 
saying: “That unknown on the supreme bench [it 
was Judge Gaynor, of Brooklyn, in the “ North 


weong in criticising a sapreme 


American Review “| is the right man in the right 
place at a time of very grave need. For, if the police 
department is to he vitiated with the notion that the 
principle of * a man’s house is his castle" is to be 
sacrificed to convict ‘some gamblers,’ the police de- 
partment has been led into a state of mind not only 
deplorable but dangerous, and it cannot too soon be 
relieved of it. Faults on the bench stand a poer 
prospect of remedy and the police department is 
certain to be brought to disereait when the police 
commissioner discloses a total lack of understanding 
of the first principles by which the beneh is 
inspired.” 

Tiere is a world of words wasted cn the subject 
of liberty. 
congressmen, legislators, officials of all grades, shaat 
for liberty; they sew the air and make the eagle 
scream on the g’orious Fourth, rear defiance and 
condemnation of the Old World aristocracy and 
crowned tyrants, wheop fer freedom for all man- 
kind, declare that a}! men are equal before the law 
in this great republic, that every citizen is a 
sovereign, that the sun never sets upon a flag be- 
neath which there is aot a serf. a tyrant, or a slave. 
The newspapers eche them, and the people think they 
are free. But, when we come to business, to the real 
thing, how much condemnation do we hear of the 
tyrannical acts of government? Who besides the 
Libervis have condemned the principle which permits 
a Comstock? Who besides them remonstrate against 
Sunday jaws? Who besides them denounce blas- 
phemy laws, or defend free speech except as a general 
principle? The papers which consistently maintain 
American principles cen be counted on the fingers of 
cue hand, Who opposes the attenipt to keep a man 
out of congress for no reason but that he holds an 
unpopular religion in a country in which all religions 
are upon the same footing? And, to his shame be it 
sail, one man calling himself a Liberal joined in the 
hue and ery against that man. Liberty is a great 
shibboteth, a round mouthful, and, when an orator 
brings his fist down upon the table and shouts for it 
till the air rings, the people all applaud—and then 
go home and denounce everybody not of their sect, 
and say “ there ought to be a law passed to sup- 
press ” everything with which they disagree 

Looking over the country, reading the speeches of 
the politicians, listening to the preachers, reading 
the newspapers, talking with the people, cne is apt 
to conclude that Moncure D. Conway has too much 
reason for his pessimistic opinion that we are going 
down, down, down. We hope the politicians will 
muzzle the Pennsylvania press till it rises up in its 
might and pounds the boodlers and destroyers of 
liberty into the ground. 


Our orators, stump-speakers, preachers, 


The Letter Killeth, but—- 


To the Editor of Liberty: 

I see that, according to B. Shaw, Liberty is a paper 
which contains a half-pennyworth of balderdash to an 
intolerable deal of discussion. Is this so? 

WORDSWORTH DoNISTUORPE. 
Kintbury, England. 





The Single Taxer’s Only Occupation. 
{Trontcus in “ Lucifer.” ] 


^ man with capital and land can do a great deal; a 
man with capital and no land can do something: but 
a man with land and no eapital can—well, he might 
read “ Progress and Poverty.” 
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THE ATTITUDE OF ANARCHISM 


TOWARD 
INDUSTRIAL COMBINATIONS. 
BY 


BENJ. R. TUCKER. 


An address delivered in Central Music tiall, Chi- 
cago, on September 14, 1899, before the Conference 
on Trusts held under the auspices of the Civic 
Federation. 


Price, Five Ceuts; 100 Copies, $3.00. 


Mailed, post paid, by the Publisher, 
Bexg. R. TUCKER, P. O. Box. 1312, New York City. 


“ Read the vital words of this woman.” 
—The Conservator. 


WHITMAN’S IDEAL DEMOCKACY, 
AND OTHER WRITINGS. 
BY 
HELENA BORN. 


These essays treat rot alone cf the poets of revoit, bit. 
discuss, from the Anarchist ^7" of view, economice ques- 
tions of tie day, such as the ethivs of strikes and labor 
unions, individualism and orga’ .-ition, marriage and sex 
probleins. 

“A radical individualist."—-Chicago Evening Pest. 

“In these essays one comes in touch with a rare 
spirit.” —Boston Herald.” 

“ Fine examples of serious writiag.”"-—The Socte. ‘st 
Sptrit. 


A simple volume, beautifully printed. 
Sq. 12m0, hoards, $1.00. 


Copies for sale by 
HELEN TUFTS, 4 Park Street, Boston, Mass. 


What is Anarchism ? 


An explanation by Stephen T. Byington. 5 copies for 2 
cents, so for 1o cents, 150 for 25 cents, 750 for $r. Postage paid. 
Address S. T. Byington, 70 Otis St., East Cambridge, Mass. 
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Texts 


o 
Acquiring Languages 


ROPERT MORRIS PIERCE 


The Ideophonic Texts are designed to furnish abundant material for forming those myriad associations of mental 


and organic processes which constitute the acquisition of languages. 


guage of the student, and the sowzds of the foreign ianguage 
Phonetic Association, as shown in tne revcced facsimiles below. 


German Texts for English Keaders | 


SCHILLERS WILHELM TELL Act1. Feur parallel texts, as shown in the following 
reduced facsimile of two facing pages. Editoris: Critic: Gaorge Hempi 
Professor of English Phitology and General Linguistics in the University of Mich- 
igan. 26 +239 octavo pages. Cloth. $1.00 postpaid to any part of the world. 


ScutLier’s WILHELM TELL Act 2. Same arrangement as that of Act 1. Edi- 
torial Critic: George Hemp. Cloth. $1.00. (fartly prepared.) 
French Texts for English Readers 


Lupovic HaLkvi’s L'ABBÉ CONSTANTIN Part 1. Four parallel texts, similar 
in arrangement to those shown above. Editorial Critic: Pav! Passy Editor 
of “Le Maitre Phonétique.” Cloth. $1.00. (Preparation arranged for.) 


| Johnn ; Wockes | 


| “And to make the reading and 
















understanding of it the less tedious 
and difficult to him, let him hel 
himself if he please with the Englis 
Translation. Nor let the Objection 
that he will then know it only by 
rote, fright any one. This, when 
well consider’d, is not of any Mo- 
ment against, but plainly fur this 
Way of learning a Language. For 
Languages are only to be learned by 
rote.” 


Edmond Demolins: 
“In short, the only practical and 


‘cant m ' 9 ‘aux am ‘eben tao lerii:sen, 

hap ‘von ans “Sint daam, vi ‘ca ~' 
se:t ‘hin, 5 

vis “heundat, vl = "ert met vinya ‘veut 

ent ‘ale 'viwa ‘aufay:as ın dea ‘tifa 

— 19 ‘volta ‘gean dar ‘hideaman exarsm; 

dox æ st ‘aao un'meslig, kt se:t ‘selpet. 

Dagmgartn (nəz act den kaira) 
ao ‘mos 1⁄4 ‘falan in dac 'iaindis ‘hont, 
das ‘nas 'aetunsu:fon im guzto! 











FACING PAGES OF 


The zdeas are presented by means of the native lan- 
by means of the Universal Alphabet of the International 


Greek Texts for English Readers 


XENOrHON’s ANABASIS Book 1. Four parallel texts, similar in arrangement to 
those mentioned above. In the phonic text the attempt is made to represent the 
actual Athenian pronunciation of the time of Xenophon. Cunsnking Editor: 
George He:mpi. Cloth. $1.00. (Partix prepared.) 


The issuance of the three volumes last mentored wi.) depend somewhat on the tumbes of tha 
advance orders received for them. Other Series are zontemplated, as of Anglo-Saxon, Chinese, 
Hebrew, Italian, Japanese, Latin, Russian, Sanskrit, and Spanish Texts for English Readers; 
as well as Strtes for other than English readers, as French Texts for German Readers and 
English Texts for French Readers. 









“TELL” 





Henry Sweet: 
_ “ Phonetics is almost as old as 
civilization itself... It is the un- 
phonetic, not the phonetic methods 


that are an innovation.” 
whet? I have alo s life to lom, 
hava wife and child atchome, as he — 


Sant, alrt 


bow it breaka, how it surges and eda.cs forme 
ond all waters uptetire in the depth. 

— i would gladly the goodsmen roawr; 
yet it ia purcly impomible, you see yourse) -sa 
Bowngarion (mil oa the tees) 
then mart I fell in the enemy's hind, 

the near saving+shore insthe sight: 


Paul Passy: 

“I was disagreeably surprised te 
observe that in American schools, 
as almost everywhere in France, 
they make use, from the very start, 
of the German chaiacters, so em- 
barrassing to beginners, and which 
there is every advantage in not tak- 




















rapid way of learning a language is az i a “wait doll — there les it! I can it roech with „è ing up till lateron.” 
to store an ne memory as many gia si 19 ‘hom s es'aogai an 
words and phrases as possible, Y . j 
the time a pupil has read and under- eae Maai Benjamin lie Wheeier: 
stood —- which is easy with a trans- ; A A 1 i ‘ “ Word: 2 not ds with 
ion = A Mamee Was? Ich dab" auch ein Lebva su verliezen, Whati aad have I not, then, a life to ‘oss, n ords a.c not words without 
ae ie Ge e e = y M und Kiod dabsic., wie er— a wee Sild et bome as wej SOW? context, motive, and life.” 
in, 
Wie's braadet, wie ea wogt und Wirbel sieht Ser, bow che breakers foam, and toss, aud whirl, 
Und alle Weaeer aufrührt in der Tiele. Av? tho lake eia up rie ito depis! 
— Ich wollte gero don Biedermana erretten; aight gladly wouid f save worthy man; 
F WH T Doch es ist dhs unniglich, ihr seba selbet But ‘tio imposible, as you must we. $ F HO 
or A Baumgarten (noch saf den Kaken) Baumgarten (mid hoesliag) or UW M 
So muss ich fallen in des Feindes Hznd, Then mut I fall into the tyraat's bande, 
Remarkable Das nahe Fettungmfer im Gesichte! And with the port of safety ceee in cight! Designed 
“we Dort liegt'al ich kann's erreichen mit dea Yonter it lies! My eyes can mes 
For its Fundamental Principle Augen, w it, For All Students of Ge a: 
that languages are to be learned quite as vnan amm: 2A 













much by Practice as by Theory: that ideas 
and sounds, to besome sufficiently associated 
in the mind, must actually be presens in the 
mind —in the right combinations — over, 
and over, and over again. 


For Its System of Phonic Nota- 


on, 
the Universal Alphabet of “ Le Maître Pho- 
nétique,” a journal circulated in 35 different 
countries. This alphabet has already been 
applied to about 200 languages and dialects, 
and Lids fair to come ivt. world-wide popular 
use. After one language has been learned by 
tt, other languages are much easier to learn. 

For ite Four Parallel Texts 
always in sight, three of them corresponding, 
line for line, and word for word: thus se- 
curing perfect ease of reference. Each text 
is, however. distinct from the others: thus 
enabling the student to pin his attention ex- 
clusively and continuously on any one of 
them he may choose. 

For Ita Phonic German Text 
giving the exact pronunciation cnd stress of 
each word as spoken in the particular context 
in witich i o:curs. Pronunciations as com- 
mon, given in text-books, grammars and 
dictionaries, are not unly few in number and 
inexact, but arbitrary: fitted to no parté:ular 
context. 


For Its Ordinary German Text 
cosvesponding line for line and word for 
word with the phonic German text, and 
printed in large, clear roman type. 


For Its Verbal English Text, 


a word-for-word rendering, correspondin 
line for line with the ordinary German an 
nhonic Germar texts: ena>!ing the student 
or instructor to find at a glance the literal 
meaning of each word in the particular con- 
text in which it occurs. 


For Its Free English Text 
iving the general idea ond spirit of the 


rman, ane often a literal rendering of the 
ines, 


On the two facing 
foreign text, an ordinary 


a free rendericg of the text. he sounds 


October, 1900 
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f Wholls closed, then opened 
|| Noss passage open 
j Open at sides (of tongue) outy 


k 





?} denotes that the preceding sound is relatively long 
* denntes that the sounde just after \t aro relatively loud. 
= denotes that the sound under it ie nasal, or produced 
with the passage frcm throat to nose 0; an. 








The Study of Modern Languages in Boston, Mass. 


{From Le Maitre Phonétique for Marcu, 1901) 


The publication of the Ideopnonic Texts for Acquiring Languages . 
zeal at once rare and determined in tie teaching of languages br the phonetic method. 
age, appear four parallel texts of the su 

oreign text, a word-for-word rendering of the text, and 
of any language are taught by means of 
the alphabet of the International Ph: netic Association. i 
are to be congratulated that the editor has not followed the usual custom of inventing 
a new systeiz which they have to practice on before really starting in. 


Jamzs Gepprs, Professor of Romance Languages 





UNIVERSAL ALPHA SET 


In this table, the [-:ters representing the voiceless sounds, that ie, che sounds produced witout vibration 
of the voéal cords, sre enclosed in cures () 





















whether having private or class instrucrior, 
cr studying by themselvcs only, who wish 
te stars right, not start wrong, to be con- 
tinnousiy, elped und correcte, not contin 
uonsiy indered and ied cstray, to proceed 
rapidly, not ct a snails pace, and to try 
the theory that practice makes perfect. 


Wor àll Teachers of German 
(whether teaching “ Tel!” o- not) who know 
th=t German can be acquired only by cover- 
ing or enormous amount of ground; and 
who know, theretore, that their duty is to 
furnish their pupils with the me} Teiined 
and powerful instruments for self-instrue- 
tion which can be obtained. If not adopted 
as a regular text-vock, this volume moy be 
used as a supblementary tent. 


For All Students whe se Pronar. 
ciation is Bad: 
and the pronunciation of cnglish-speaking 
students ts ap? to be very bad. 
For All Teachers who are Une 
certain as to Pronunciation 


or rencering. or who have a local or imper- 
fect pronunciation, and who want stander! 
uides, such as the phonic text and the word- 
or-word rendering for their own use at 
home or in the class. 


For All Students who Read 
Aloud: 


and should students not read aloud mcre or 
less: in class and out? 


For Ali Teachers of German 
Phonology 


who now confine their teaching to mere ele- 
mentary theory, for lack of acewrite ond 
practical texts on which to set students to 
work finding things ovt for themselves. 


For All Students of General 


Phonetics and Philcilogy, 


who are interested in the structure of the 
German language. 


—. 


.« shows a 


ect-matter: a phonic 








Students of phonetic systems 


in the University of Roston 










[ ] denos that the pitch of the encloses sounda ia Aigh, 
L | denote that the pitcA of the enclored sounds la lore, 

A denotes that the piteA of the prece! ig sounda risca, 
\  denctes that the pitch of the procruing sonunda fake, 
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